VI.

VII.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FISH AND GAME COMMISSION
FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR REGULATORY ACTION
Add Section 713
Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR)

Re: Condemned Big-Game Carcasses
Date of Initial Statement of Reasons: December 15, 2009
Date of Pre-adoption Statement of Reasons: March 20, 2010
Date of Final Statement of Reasons: April 26, 2010

Dates and Locations of Scheduled Hearings:

(a) Notice Hearing: Date: February 4, 2010
Location: Sacramento

(b) Discussion Hearings: Date: March 4, 2010
Location: Ontario

Date: April 8, 2010
Location: Monterey

(c) Adoption Hearing: Date: April 21, 2010 (Teleconference)
Location: Sacramento

Update:

No modifications were made to the originally proposed language of the Initial
Statement of Reasons.

Pursuant to its April 21, 2010 meeting in Sacramento, the Fish and Game
Commission adopted the regulation changes as proposed.

Summary of Primary Considerations Raised in Opposition and in Support:

No (other) public comments, written or oral, were received during the public
comment period.

Location and Index of Rulemaking File:

A rulemaking file with attached file index is maintained at:
California Fish and Game Commission

1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 95814



VIII. Location of Department files:

Department of Fish and Game
1812 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95811

Description of Reasonable Regulatory Alternatives to Regulatory Action:

(&) Alternatives to Regulation Change:

1.

Carcass Condemnation

Require determination regarding fitness for human consumption to be
made by licensed veterinarians, certified meat inspectors, or meat
processors. This proposal was considered and rejected because
employees designated by the Director to condemn carcasses can utilize
recommendations by licensed veterinarians, certified meat inspectors
and/or meat processors when making their decision.

Carcass Disposal

Require all portions, including but not limited to head, antlers, hide, and
meat, of the carcass to be confiscated and disposed of by the Department.
This alternative was considered and rejected because of potential delays
in response time due to current staffing levels as well as the Department’s
lack of suitable disposal equipment/sites.

(b) No Change Alternative:

The no change alternative was considered and found inadequate to meet the
needs of hunters who inadvertently harvest an animal that is later determined
to be unfit for human consumption.

(c) Consideration of Alternatives:

In view of information currently possessed, no reasonable alternative
considered would be more effective in carrying out the purposes for which the
regulation is proposed, or would be as effective and less burdensome to the
affected private persons than the proposed regulation.

Impact of Regulatory Action:

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result
from the proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and following initial
determinations relative to the required statutory categories have been made.



(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(9)

(h)

Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Businesses,
Including the Ability of California Businessmen to Compete with Businesses in
Other States.

The proposed action will not have a significant statewide adverse economic
impact directly affecting business, including the ability of California businesses
to compete with businesses in other states. The proposed action adjusts tag
guotas for existing hunts. Given the number of tags available and the area
over which they are distributed, these proposals are economically neutral to
business.

Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State, the Creation of
New Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of
Businesses in California.

None.

Cost Impacts on Private Persons.

The agency is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private
person would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed
action.

Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to
the State.

None.

Other Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies.
None.

Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts.
None.

Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be
Reimbursed under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4.

None.
Effect on Housing Costs.

None.



UPDATED INFORMATIVE DIGEST
(Policy Statement Overview)

Existing regulations require big-game hunters to make all reasonable efforts to retrieve
big-game animals and tag them immediately with the appropriate tag. Current
regulations do not allow the Department to issue a duplicate tag if a harvested animal
was sick, injured, or chemically immobilized rendering the carcass inedible or unfit for
human consumption; once the animal is killed current regulations require the hunter to
lawfully tag the animal and count as their bag limit for the hunt. This proposal
establishes a regulatory procedure whereby a hunter in this situation can be issued a
duplicate tag for the remainder of the season; be issued a tag for the subsequent
season; have an additional point added to their original point total for that species to
compete in the following big-game drawing; or request a refund and have their point
total restored to the original amount.

No other modifications to the original proposal were made. Pursuant to its April
21, 2010 meeting, the Fish and Game Commission adopted the above referenced
changes as proposed.





